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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Request for Reconsideration 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed with respect to claims 1-7 and 10-20 as filed on 7/2/08 have 
been fiiUy considered but they are not persuasive. 

2. Claim 19 remains rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement, as was set forth in the Office Action of 4/4/08. 

3. Claims 19 remains rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are directed towards 
nonstatutory subject matter, as was set forth in the Office Action of 4/4/08. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10-20 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kirsten 
(US Patent: 5,724,475), as was set forth in the Office Action of 4/4/08. 

5. The Applicant presents three arguments contending the Examiner's pending rejections, 
one argument directed towards the rejection of claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
one argument directed towards the rejection of claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. 101 as it is directed 
towards nonstatutory subject matter, and one argument directed towards the rejection of claims 
1-7, 10-20 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kirsten (US Patent: 5,724,475), said 
rejections being set forth in the Office Action of 4/4/08. However, after carefiil consideration of 
the arguments presented and further scrutiny applied reference, the Examiner must respectfully 
disagree and maintain applicability of the Kirsten reference as the grounds of rejection against 
newly examined claims 8-9. 

After summarizing formal matters (Request for Reconsideration of 7/2/08: page 6, lines 
6-17; page 7, lines 8-13), the Applicant's argue that the term "computer program product" and 
it's embodiments are concepts well known to those having ordinary skill in the art and may be 
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embodied in any extant of future computer readable medium used to hold computer readable 
instructions as the basis for meeting the written description requirement (Request for 
Reconsideration of 7/2/08: page 6, lines 18-25; page 7, lines 1-2). The Examiner flatly disagrees. 
In particular, the Examiner notes that the lack of sufficient disclosure as to the nature of the 
computer program product goes the point of not being described in such a way as would indicate 
possession of that invention as of the original filing date of the instant invention and contrary 
to the Applicant's assertion would not apply to any fixture computer readable medium 
interpretation, but only to those specifically listed in the specification. In re Wilder. 736 F.2d 
1516, 222 USPQ 369 (Fed. Cir. 1984). Applicant's discussion concerning the statutory nature of 
the limitation is misplaced (Request for Reconsideration of 7/2/08: page 7, lines 3-7), as the this 
rejection is not questioning this feature. In re Beauregard. 53 F.3d 1583 (Fed. Cir. 1995). This 
35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, rejection is made final, and must be addressed in any forthcoming 
communication from the Applicant. 

Secondly, the Applicant argues that the rejection of claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. 101 should 
be withdrawn because the applicant believes that the limitation of a ". . .computer program 
product. . ." can be considered ". . .fiinctionally descriptive material consisting of data structures 
and computer programs which impart functionality when employed by a computer component..." 
and thus belong to a statutory class of inventions (Request for Reconsideration of 7/2/08: page 7, 
lines 14-26). The Examiner respectfiilly disagrees. The claim does not sufficiently establish any 
computer component that manipulates the computer program product with any kind of 
functionality, but just the computer program product, alone. This is not sufficient to meet the 
requirement under MPEP § 2106.01. Applicant's discussion conceming the statutory nature of 
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the limitation is misplaced (Request for Reconsideration of 7/2/08: page 8, lines 1-7), as the this 
rejection is not questioning this feature. In re Beauregard. 53 F.3d 1583 (Fed. Cir. 1995). This 
35 U.S.C. 101 rejection is made final, and must be addressed by sufficient amendments to the 
claim in any forthcoming communication from the Applicant. 

Lastly, after providing a brief explanation of the instant invention (Request for 
Reconsideration of 7/2/08: page 8, lines 10-21), the Applicant argues that Kirsten fails to 
disclose ". . .storing said audio/video data at a second, lower, spatial and/or temporal resolution 
for at least a second, later, time period. . ." because Kirsten discloses the "overwriting of older 
data..." (Request for Reconsideration of 7/2/08: page 8, lines 22-27; page 9, lines 1-15). The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. It is noted that older data can be placed on hold so as to not be 
overwritten by newer data (Kirsten: column 15, lines 1-12), and thus multiple versions of the 
same data can be stored for later review (Kirsten: column 15, lines 30-40). Accordingly, the 
Examiner maintains that the limitation is met. This 35 U.S.C. 102 rejection concerning claims 1- 
7, and 10-20 is made final, and thus arguments directed as to the merits of the instant invention 
will only be addressed if they are concentrated upon newly rejected claims 8-9. 

A detailed rejection of claims 8-9 follows below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the mvention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 
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7. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kirsten (US 
Patent: 5,724,475). 

Kirsten discloses a method of storing audio/video data (Kirsten: figures 12A-12B) 
comprises: capturing a plurality of audio/video data (Kirsten: column 10, lines 50-55); storing 
said audio/video data at a first spatial and/or temporal resolution for a first time period (Kirsten: 
column 10, lines 10-20); and storing said audio/video data at a second, lower, spatial and/or 
temporal resolution for at least a second, later, time period (Kirsten: column 15, lines 15-30); 
which includes removing first selected audio/video data fi-om said audio/video data stored at said 
first spatial resolution and/or temporal resolution to achieve said second spatial and/or temporal 
resolution (Kirsten: column 30, lines 45-55), in which said selected audio video data frames of 
audio/video fi-ames of a second specified type of fi-ame (Kirsten: column 34, lines 64-65), as in 
claim 8. 

Kirsten discloses a method of storing audio/video data (Kirsten: figures 12A-12B) 
comprises: capturing a pliirality of audio/video data (Kirsten: column 10, lines 50-55); storing 
said audio/video data at a first spatial and/or temporal resolution for a first time period (Kirsten: 
colimin 10, lines 10-20); and storing said audio/video data at a second, lower, spatial and/or 
temporal resolution for at least a second, later, time period (Kirsten: column 15, lines 15-30); 
which includes removing first selected audio/video data from said audio/video data stored at said 
first spatial resolution and/or temporal resolution to achieve said second spatial and/or temporal 
resolution (Kirsten: column 30, lines 45-55), in which third of subsequent selected audio/video 
data is removed fi-om said audio/video data of said second of subsequent spatial and/or temporal 
resolution (Kirsten: column 34, lines 60-63), as in claim 9. 
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Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy S. Rao whose telephone number is (571)-272-7337. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8 hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571)-272-7418. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Andy S. Rao 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 

asr 

/Andy S. Rao/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2621 
September 25, 2008 



